36                   Panchapadika

Objection : But take the case of 'pratyabhijna'.
(recognition). An object has been cognised some time back
and it is recognised now to be the same. In the intervening
time we have to admit the non-apprehension of the object.
Otherwise there ought to be this recognition even in the
intervening time.

Reply : This does not establish non-apprehension
(anavagati). In the case of the self which is 'dhaaravahika
jnana gamya''(apprehended by knowledge which is a process)
we have a situation similar to that of pratyabhijna". This
'purvapara sambandha vishaya' is found even in the case of
self which is always 'avagata (apprehended).

Objection : Through 'arthapathi' (implication)one can
establish this 'non-apprehension^. In the interval between
the past cognition and the present recognition there is the
absence of "jnanasmriti'. As such is not non-prrehension
apprehended ?

Reply : No. Even in apprehension there is no nece-
ssity of smriti.

Objection : However, ^avarana" is a fact of experi-
ence. How can it be rejected by reason ?

Rep By : The apprehension or otherwise of an object
is determined by a 'pramaana'. But the apprehension of
non-apprehension is not determined by any 'pramaana ?'
And this 'anavagati' along with the objects is 'adhyasta' on
the 'saaksin'. There is the 'ajnaanadhyaass' along with the
objects on 'saksicaitanya' and this explains the experience.

That which is 'adhyasta' has no 'savarana'. But the
object cannot be apprehended if the 'savarana' is not des-